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DETAILED ACTION 


Reopening of Prosecution 
In view of the Appeal Brief filed on 13 May 2005, PROSECUTION IS HEREBY 
REOPENED. New grounds of rejection are set forth below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Claim 10 recites the limitation "the images" in line 1. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 29, 30, and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
"Serandom Screensaver Manager". 
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Referring to claim 29, Serandom discloses on page 1 a screen saver management program 
for the Windows 95 operating system. It is a known fact that screen savers in a Windows 

» 

environment are executed after a determined timeout period of inactivity has been exceeded. 
Serandom further teaches on page 1 that screen savers can be organized via the screen saver 
program into different collections or carousels. The screenshot on page 2 shows how screen 
saver handles can be added to, removed from, or rearranged within a carousel. Based on a 
desired configuration, one or more screen savers are executed to present images on the display 
screen after a period of inactivity that is inherently monitored by the processor. 

Referring to claims 30 and 32, Serandom discloses in the screenshot on page 2 an 
interface for scheduling an order and a duration for a plurality of different screen savers. During 
screen saver operation, the display device is monitored for a timeout signal that a particular 
application has exceeded its allotted duration. Subsequently, the screen saver program will 
select another application to run in screen saver mode. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 3-8, 11-13, 24-27, 31, and 35-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over "Serandom Screensaver Manager" and "Drempels". 
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Referring to claim 1, the prior art of record provides numerous details regarding 
constructing, installing, and utilizing screen savers. It should first go without saying that screen 
savers are notoriously well known in the state of the art and are always implemented in an 
apparatus comprising at least a storage medium and a processor. A screen saver program, for 
purposes of this rejection, is a program that manages one or more screen savers stored in the 
storage medium. It should further be noted that a screen saver is merely an application that is 
adapted to conform to certain screen saver standards determined by the operating system 
developers. The "Serandom Screensaver Manager" (hereinafter "Serandom") provides an 
example of one particular screen saver program. Serandom teaches on page 1 that screen savers 
can be organized via the screen saver program into different collections or carousels. The 
screenshot on page 2 shows how screen saver handles can be added to, removed from, or 
rearranged within a carousel. Based on a desired configuration, one or more screen savers are 
executed to present images on the display screen after a period of inactivity that is inherently 
monitored by the processor. Serandom fails to specifically disclose a screen saver that is capable 
of being executed in a less than fully functional screen saver mode and a fully functional 
application mode. The "Drempels" Screensaver, however, provides precisely what Serandom 
fails to teach. Drempels discloses on page 1 an application that operates in either a desktop 
mode or a screen saver mode. In the desktop mode, the application is fully functional and 
includes features such as a user-customizable overlay filter color and a suspend feature. In the 
screen saver mode, the application is less than fully functional and operates just like a typical 
screen saver would. Furthermore, because the Drempels screen saver application is designed to 
operate like any other screen saver, it can be easily implemented with the Serandom Screensaver 
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Manager. Upon doing so, the Serandom Screensaver Manager would be started after a period of 
inactivity, the Drempels screen saver would be executed in a screen saver mode, and images like 
those shown on pages 2 and 3 of the Drempels reference would be presented on the display 
screen. Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use the Drempels screen saver in conjunction with the Serandom 
Screensaver Manager. Doing so would have been advantageous because the Serandom 
Screensaver Manager allows users to view a plurality of screen savers randomly or in a 
predetermined sequence instead of just a single screen saver. 

Referring to claim 3, the screenshot on page 2 of the Serandom reference teaches a 
carousel comprising a plurality of application handles that are associated with executing 
corresponding applications in a screen saver mode. 

Referring to claim 4, the Serandom reference discloses in the screenshot on page 2 a 
plurality of rules for selecting application handles. The handles and corresponding rules are 
inherently stored in the storage medium. Serandom fails to specifically disclose a database, but 
the examiner submits that it is notoriously well known in the state of the art that databases are 
commonly used in processing systems for storing organized sets of data. The examiner takes 
OFFICIAL NOTICE of this teaching. Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to store the rules and application 
handles in a database because databases provide efficient storage and retrieval means for 
organized sets of data. 

Referring to claim 5, the Serandom reference discloses in the screenshot on page 2 that 
the rules are definable by a user of the apparatus. 


Application/Control Number: 1 0/092,261 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2173 

Referring to claim 6, the Serandom reference teaches in the screenshot on page 2 that 
some rules are selected via radio buttons. One radio button in a set must always be selected, and 
when a user first accesses the rules, certain options will already be selected. Serandom thus 
teaches that the rules comprise default rules. 

Referring to claim 7, Serandom discloses a "Settings" option in the screenshot on page 2 
for accessing execution parameters for each application. The applications are then executed in a 
screen saver mode according to these parameters. Said parameters could inherently be stored in 
the database discussed above. 

Referring to claim 8, the Drempels reference teaches on page 8 that the application has an 
additional handle, (i.e. /s /c /y) comprising different execution parameters. 

Referring to claims 11-13, Serandom discloses in the screenshot on page 2 means for 
executing additional applications like Drempels in a screen saver mode. The processor executes 
a plurality of applications in an order determined by the user using various rules. 

Referring to claim 24, as discussed above a screen saver program is a program that 
manages one or more screen savers stored in a storage medium, and a screen saver is merely an 
application that is adapted to conform to certain screen saver standards determined by the 
operating system developers. Serandom teaches on page 1 that screen savers can be organized 
via the screen saver program into different collections or carousels. The screenshot on page 2 
shows how screen saver handles can be added to, removed from, or rearranged within a carousel. 
Based on a desired configuration, one or more screen savers are executed to present images on 
the display screen after a period of inactivity that is inherently monitored by the processor. 
Serandom fails to specifically disclose a screen saver that is capable of being executed in a less 
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than fully functional screen saver mode and a fully functional application mode. The 
"Drempels" Screensaver, however, provides precisely what Serandom fails to teach. Drempels 
discloses on page 1 an application that operates in either a desktop mode or a screen saver mode. 
In the desktop mode, the application is fully functional and includes features such as a user- 
customizable overlay filter color and a suspend feature. In the screen saver mode, the 
application is less than fully functional and operates just like a typical screen saver would. 
Furthermore, because the Drempels screen saver application is designed to operate like any other 
screen saver, it can be easily implemented with the Serandom Screensaver Manager. Upon 
doing so, the Serandom Screensaver Manager would be started after a period of inactivity, the 
Drempels screen saver would be executed in a screen saver mode, and images like those shown 
on pages 2 and 3 of the Drempels reference would be presented on the display screen. 
Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use the Drempels screen saver in conjunction with the Serandom 
Screensaver Manager. Doing so would have been advantageous because the Serandom 
Screensaver Manager allows users to view a plurality of screen savers randomly or in a 
predetermined sequence instead of just a single screen saver. 

Referring to claim 25, the Drempels application must inherently be installed on the 
display device and the user can then select an option via the screen saver program to operate the 
application in the screen saver mode. 

Referring to claim 26, the Drempels application can inherently be pre-installed on the 
device just like any other application. Drempels explains on page 1 that it can be run in a full 
application mode on the display device. In combination with the Serandom screen saver 
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program, the user would be able to select an option to install the screen saver mode via the 
interface on page 2 of the Serandom reference. 

Referring to claim 27, Serandom discloses in the screenshot on page 2 an interface for 
scheduling an order and a duration for a plurality of screen savers. During screen saver 
operation, the display device is monitored for a timeout signal that a particular application has 
exceeded its allotted duration. Subsequently, the screen saver program will select another 
application to run in screen saver mode. 

Referring to claim 31, Serandom discloses the computer readable medium of claim 30 as 
discussed above but fails to disclose that an application can have two handles in the carousel 
representing different screen saver modes. The Drempels reference, however, teaches on page 8 
that the application can have additional handles, (i.e. /s /c /y) comprising different execution 
parameters and thus representing different screensaver modes. The different modes provide 
different sets of features that the user may desire at different times. Accordingly, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include two 
handles for the same application as taught by Drempels in combination with the teachings of 
Serandom so that users could benefit from all of the features in an application, like those 
discussed by the Drempels reference. 

Referring to claims 35-37, Drempels explains on page 1 that it can be run in a full 
application mode on the display device. In combination with the Serandom screen saver 
program, the user would be able to select an option to install the screen saver mode via the 
interface on page 2 of the Serandom reference and thereby add an application handle to the 
carousel. 
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Claims 14-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over "Serandom 
Screensaver Manager" and U.S. Patent No. 6,507,351 (Bixler). 

Referring to claim 14, as discussed above a screen saver program is a program that 
manages one or more screen savers stored in a storage medium, and a screen saver is merely an 
application that is adapted to conform to certain screen saver standards determined by the 
operating system developers. Serandom teaches on page 1 that screen savers can be organized 
via the screen saver program into different collections or carousels. The screenshot on page 2 
shows how screen saver handles can be added to, removed from, or rearranged within a carousel. 
The screenshot thus demonstrates at least one application stored in the memory having at least 
one handle executing the application in a screen saver mode when the at least one handle is 
selected by the screen saver program. The application then creates images for presentation on 
the display screen. The screen saver program, furthermore, is independent from the screen 
savers. Naturally, the screen saver program is inherently operated on an apparatus comprising a 
memory for storing data and a display screen. The Serandom reference, however, fails to 
disclose that the apparatus is a wireless communication device comprising a receiver. Bixler, 
though, discloses in column 2: lines 30-58 an apparatus that executes an application in a screen 
saver mode. The application accesses local and remote data sources via digital data 
communication links. Bixler explains that the apparatus can be implemented as a PDA or a 
laptop, both of which must inherently include a receiver for communicating via said digital data 
communication links. Bixler further explains in column 3: lines 13-19 that his invention is 
advantageous because it provides an "automatic visual reminder to the user of a computer device 
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to perform various tasks, such as reading e-mail and editing appointment or "to do lists", and 
provides a convenient vehicle for performing such tasks." Bixler also explains in this section 
that an "additional advantage is that information from various sources can be combined together 
for viewing on a single display "page" or sequentially on a plurality of display pages". 
Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Bixler with those of Serandom for the 
advantages discussed by Bixler. 

Referring to claim 15, the screenshot on page 2 of the Serandom reference teaches a 
carousel comprising a plurality of application handles that are associated with executing 
corresponding applications in a screen saver mode. 

Referring to claim 16, the Serandom reference discloses in the screenshot on page 2 a 
plurality of rules for selecting application handles. The handles and corresponding rules are 
inherently stored in the storage medium. Serandom fails to specifically disclose a database, but 
the examiner submits that it is notoriously well known in the state of the art that databases are 
commonly used in processing systems for storing organized sets of data. The examiner takes 
OFFICIAL NOTICE of this teaching. Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to store the rules and application 
handles in a database because databases provide efficient storage and retrieval means for 
organized sets of data. 

Referring to claim 17, the Serandom reference discloses in the screenshot on page 2 that 
the rules are definable by a user of the apparatus. 
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Referring to claim 18, the Serandom reference teaches in the screenshot on page 2 that 
some rules are selected via radio buttons. One radio button in a set must always be selected, and 
when a user first accesses the rules, certain options will already be selected. Serandom thus 
teaches that the rules comprise default rules. 

Referring to claim 19, Serandom discloses a "Settings" option in the screenshot on page 2 
for accessing execution parameters for each application. The applications are then executed in a 
screen saver mode according to these parameters. Said parameters could inherently be stored in 
the database discussed above. 

Referring to claim 20, Bixler teaches in column 1 1 : lines 14-46 that the application has an 
additional handle comprising different execution parameters. 

Referring to claim 21, Bixler discloses in column 3: lines 55-64 an apparatus that is in 
communication with a network and displays current information generated by the application 
operating in a screen saver mode based on data received from the network. 

Referring to claim 22, Bixler discloses in column 10: lines 14-16 that one of the 
parameters associated with the network application is a uniform resource locator (URL). 

Referring to claim 23, Serandom and Bixler fail to specifically disclose that the 
application is written in a JAVA programming language. The examiner submits that it is 
notoriously well known in the state of the art to program applications using a JAVA 
programming language. JAVA provides a well organized, object-oriented, and well-known 
language for building applications. The examiner takes OFFICIAL NOTICE of this teaching. 
Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have written the application in JAVA for the reasons discussed above. 
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Claims 2, 9, 10, 28, and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over "Serandom Screensaver Manager" and "Drempels" as applied to claims 1, 24, and 29 
above, and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,507,351 (Bixler). 

Referring to claim 2, Serandom and Drempels fail to disclose that the apparatus is a 
wireless communication device. Bixler, though, discloses in column 2: lines 30-58 an apparatus 
that executes an application in a screen saver mode. The application accesses local and remote 
data sources via digital.data communication links. Bixler explains that the apparatus can be 
implemented as a PDA or a laptop, both of which must inherently include a receiver for 
communicating via said digital data communication links. Bixler further explains in column 3: 
lines 13-19 that his invention is advantageous because it provides an "automatic visual reminder 
to the user of a computer device to perform various tasks, such as reading e-mail and editing 
appointment or "to do lists", and provides a convenient vehicle for performing such tasks." 
Bixler also explains in this section that an "additional advantage is that information from various 
sources can be combined together for viewing on a single display "page" or sequentially on a 
plurality of display pages". Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Bixler with those of 
Serandom for the advantages discussed by Bixler. 

Referring to claims 9 and 10, Serandom and Drempels fail to disclose that the apparatus 
is in communication with a network and it displays current information generated by the 
application operating in the screen saver mode based on data received from the network. 
Serandom and Drempels also fail to disclose that the images are continually updated in response 
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to data received from the network. Bixler, however, discloses in column 3: lines 55-64 an 
apparatus that is in communication with a network and displays current information generated by 
the application operating in a screen saver mode based on data received from the network. 
Bixler further discloses in this section that the images can be continually updated in response to 
data received from the network. Bixler explains in column 3: lines 13-19 that his invention is 
advantageous because it provides an "automatic visual reminder to the user of a computer device 
to perform various tasks, such as reading e-mail and editing appointment or "to do lists", and 
provides a convenient vehicle for performing such tasks." Bixler also explains in this section 
that an "additional advantage is that information from various sources can be combined together 
for viewing on a single display "page" or sequentially on a plurality of display pages". 
Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the. 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Bixler with those of Serandom and Drempels 
for the advantages discussed by Bixler. 

Referring to claim 28, Serandom and Drempels disclose the method of claim 24 as 
discussed above but fail to disclose determining whether an executed application is an interactive 
application, and if the executed application is an interactive application, terminating the screen 
saver program and executing the interactive application in full application mode. Bixler, though, 
discloses in column 10: lines 33-62 a method for determining whether an executed application is 
an interactive application, and if the executed application is an interactive application, 
terminating the screen saver program and executing the interactive application in full application 
mode. Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Bixler with those of Serandom and Drempels. 
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Doing so would have been advantageous because users would have benefited from having quick 
access to the full application features that were not accessible in the screen saver mode. 

Referring to claim 33, Serandom and Drempels disclose the computer readable medium 
of claim 29 as discussed above but fail to disclose determining whether an executed application 
is an interactive application, and if the executed application is an interactive application, 
terminating the screen saver program and executing the interactive application in full application 
mode. Bixler, though, discloses in column 10: lines 33-62 a method for determining whether an 
executed application is an interactive application, and if the executed application is an interactive 
application, terminating the screen saver program and executing the interactive application in full 
application mode. Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Bixler with those of Serandom and 
Drempels. Doing so would have been advantageous because users would have benefited from 
having quick access to the full application features that were not accessible in the screen saver 
mode. 

Claim 34 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over "Serandom 
Screensaver Manager", "Drempels", and U.S. Patent No. 6,507,351 (Bixler). 

Referring to claim 34, as discussed above a screen saver program is a program that 
manages one or more screen savers stored in a storage medium, and a screen saver is merely an 
application that is adapted to conform to certain screen saver standards determined by the 
operating system developers. Serandom teaches on page 1 that screen savers can be organized 
via the screen saver program into different collections or carousels. The screenshot on page 2 


Application/Control Number: 1 0/092,26 1 Page 1 5 

Art Unit: 2173 

shows how screen saver handles can be added to, removed from, or rearranged within a carousel. 
Based on a desired configuration, one or more screen savers are executed to present images on 
the display screen after a period of inactivity that is inherently monitored by the processor. The 
Serandom reference discloses in the screenshot on page 2 a plurality of rules for selecting the 
application handles. Serandom next discloses a "Settings" option in the screenshot on page 2 for 
accessing execution parameters for each application. The applications are then executed in a 
screen saver mode according to these parameters. Serandom fails to specifically disclose a 
screen saver that is capable of being executed in a less than fully functional screen saver mode 
and a fully functional application mode. The "Drempels" Screensaver, however, provides 
precisely what Serandom fails to teach. Drempels discloses on page 1 an application that 
operates in either a desktop mode or a screen saver mode. In the desktop mode, the application 
is fully functional and includes features such as a user-customizable overlay filter color and a 
suspend feature. In the screen saver mode, the application is less than fully functional and 
operates just like a typical screen saver would. Furthermore, because the Drempels screen saver 
application is designed to operate like any other screen saver, it can be easily implemented with 
the Serandom Screensaver Manager. Upon doing so, the Serandom Screensaver Manager would 
be started after a period of inactivity, the Drempels screen saver would be executed in a screen 
saver mode, and images like those shown on pages 2 and 3 of the Drempels reference would be 
presented on the display screen. Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use the Drempels screen saver in 
conjunction with the Serandom Screensaver Manager. Doing so would have been advantageous 
because the Serandom Screensaver Manager allows users to view a plurality of screen savers 
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randomly or in a predetermined sequence instead of just a single screen saver. Serandom and 
Drempels fail to disclose determining whether an executed application is an interactive 
application, and if the executed application is an interactive application, terminating the screen 
saver program and executing the interactive application in full application mode. Bixler, though, 
discloses in column 10: lines 33-62 a method for determining whether an executed application is 
an interactive application, and if the executed application is an interactive application, 
terminating the screen saver program and executing the interactive application in full application 
mode. Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Bixler with those of Serandom and Drempels. 
Doing so would have been advantageous because users would have benefited from having quick 
access to the full application features that were not accessible in the screen saver mode. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-37 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

In responding to this office action, please note that the examiner of record for the instant 
application has changed. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brian J. Detwiler whose telephone number is 571-272-4049. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thu 8-5:30 and alternating Fridays 8-4:30. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John W. Cabeca can be reached on 571-272-4048. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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